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f und, t h i s i s ca l l ed t h e c i g a r e tt e fund. Now I know that
the proper way is to put it in the general fund and then the
general fund then distribute the money to the proper places.
But the purpose of this bill is to recognize the need of
these several things, and if we don't even have any money, I
st i l l t h i nk t h e ne e d i s t he r e and we should find some money
someplace to fund these different projects and that is the
problem that I have. So I really have no problem of putting
the money where, but the problem is, are we going to get the
money? No w a s w e h a v e b ee n a d d r e s s i n g o u r s e l v e s , we jus t
say we will put it in the general fund and the purpose of
the bill is gone. Well, if that is the case, I am not going
to support the committee amendments. I m e an , I am g o i n g t o
stay and s ay , her e t h e pu r p o se i s an d w e want tha t p u r p o se
and I want you to recognize that. Thank you.

S PEAKER NICHOL: S e n a t o r Chronister, did you wish to speak
a gain, p l e a s e .

SENATOR CHRONISTER: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Mr. Speaker
and colleagues, I think Senator Carsten's r eference t o a
gunny sack is great. That, in essence, is what this bill
wants to do. We want to get a vehicle in place in the event
the federal government does go ahead with their intentions
of sunsetting this provision of eight cents on a pack of
cigarettes. It is a bill unique in that respect because its
i mplementa t i o n r el i e s wholly on the action of t he f e d e r a l
government. N o w in t he ev ent it does oc cu r , I t h i n k
Nebraska, like our sister state , Kan s a s , s h o u l d h ave a
vehicle in place to take advantage of this. I see no r e ason
for anyone to desire cutting the tax on cigarettes, in fact,
an increase, I don't think, would b e a l l t h at b ad . Bu t I
think it behooves us at this stage of the game to put this
vehic l e a n d i m p l e ment i t and g et i t r eady t o g o i n t h e c as e
i t go e s. Now a s f a r a s ea r m a r k i n g i s c onc er n e d , t h i s
m orning w e he a rd r ef e r e n c e s about wedding licenses, birth
certificates...thank you, "Oar" , that is a different...that
is a horse of a different color. We a re talking about
c igare t t e t ax a nd i t i s no t h i ng n e w i n t h i s state to earmark
the revenues for cigarette tax to go into certain areas.
And I would hope that some of these people w ho have go t t e n
u p befor e a n d s a y , w e d o not like earmarking, if they would
just stop and reconsider the benefits t hat w e a r e h av i ng
from earmarking at this t ime , a n d I wi l l en l ar ge on t hat
later. But I w ould certainly oppose the a mendment. Tha n k
you.
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